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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a Final Rejection for Application no. 10/040,741 in response to the 
amendment filed on May 23, 2007. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 23, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The Applicant argues the combination on US Patent 5,600,775 (King) 
with US Patent 5,457,478 (Frank) does not teach the new limitations required by the 
amended claims. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. As shown below the new 
limitations are not supported by the specification. Further, King teaches the prior art of 
altering the original product in order to provide a viewing by others (Col 1 Lines 39-46). 
Frank teaches a means of providing an altered version of the video. As best 
understood by the Examiner, the combination of the teaching of King and Frank satisfy 
the requirements of providing an altered original product as the Applicant's specification 
is silent on such a feature. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because Figure 8B has an arrow going from 820 to 
885 and an arrow going from 825 to 880. Based on the specification, Page 23 Line 28- 
Page 24 Line 6, the arrows should be going from 885 to 820 and 880 to 825. Corrected 
drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
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amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1 , 2, 4, 9, 21 , 22, 24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The amendment to independent claims 1 and 21 require an apparatus and 
method for creating a video presentation. Specifically, claim 1 now requires, 
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A video presentation tool kit for creating a video presentation from a first plurality 
of original video frames; comprising: 

a user activated designation tool for designating at least a portion of at 
least one of the first plurality of the original video frames; 
an annotator tool arranged to generate a set of op code instructions used to 
permanently modify video data associated with the designated original video 
frame portion; 

a processor arranged to receive and execute the op-code instructions 
wherein the executed op-code instructions cause the processor to permanently 
modify the original video data associated with the designated original video frame 
portion and replace the designated original video frame portion therewith; and 

a commentary generator used to generate a portable commentary formed 
of at least the op-code instructions wherein the portable commentary can be 
used by a second processor to create a second video presentation using a 
second plurality of original video frames that are different than the first plurality of 
original video frames. 

Support for this amendment is pointed to page 16-22. These pages lack a description 
for the use of op code instructions to permanently modify video data and a commentary 
generator as. claimed. As best understood by the Examiner, the specification supports a 
Viddie montage (110, Fig. 5A) which is created by providing op-code instructions. The 
creation of this op-code is preformed as depicted in Figures 8A and 8b (Page 22 Line 
16-Page 24 Line 12). The specification appears to be void of a teaching to permanently 
modifying and replacing the designated original video frame portions as claimed. 
Further, the specification appears to be void of a teaching of a commentary generator in 
addition to an annotator tool and the use of a second processor to create a second 
video presentation using a second plurality of original video frames as claimed. 

Claim 21 is the method of claim 1 and therefore also contains the features which 
are not described in the specification. Claims 2, 4, 9, 22, 24 and 26 are dependent 
either claim 1 or 21 and therefore are also rejected under the same grounds. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4, 9, 21, 24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over US Patent 5,600,775 to King et al. in view of US Patent 5,457,478 to 

Frank. 

[claims 1 and 21] 

As best understood by the Examiner, in view of the 112 rejection, King and Frank 
teach the requirements of the claims as shown below. 

In Figure 1 , King teaches a video presentation tool kit and method for creating an 
annotated video presentation formed of a number of linearly associated video frames; 
comprising: 

A user activated designation tool for designating at least a portion of at least one 
of the number of video frames (Col 4 Lines 20-57) Note: the annotation is for the video 
frame which satisfies the at least a portion of the frame. King further states providing an 
annotation at a specific location in the frame which provides support for portion smaller 
then a whole frame (Col 2 Lines 54-58 and Col 9 Lines 41-44); 

An annotator tool arranged to generate a set of op code instructions used to 
annotate the designated video frame portion (25 Fig 1, Col 4 Lines 44-57, Col 5 Lines 
26-31 , Col 6 Lines 8-14, Col 9 Lines 11-1 5); and 
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A processor arranged to receive the op-code instructions and execute the 
received op-code instructions wherein the executed op-code instructions cause the 
processor to modify the video frame information corresponding to the designated video 
frame portion (10 Fig. 1, Col 4 Lines 1-9, Col 6 Line 51-Col 7 Line 13); 

King further teaches the prior art of altering the original product in order to 
provided an altered product for viewing (Col 1 Lines 39-46). 

An authoring tool arranged to provide additional effects to enhance the video 
content modifications of the designated video frame portion, wherein the executed op- 
code instructions can be used to modify any appropriate video frame information and 
are thereby independent of any particular video frame information (Col 5 Lines 32-52). 
Once all the annotations are created an annotation file (commentary) is created which 
provides a portable means of transporting the annotations to others for viewing of 
annotated video (Col 5 Line 62-Col 6 Line 7, Col 6 Lines 19-29 and Col 12 Lines 54-59, 
Fig. 9). 

King teaches the benefit of the system is the ability to provide annotation editing 
without having to permanently modify the original video (Col 1 Lines 36-56, Col 2 Lines 
2-1 5). King does teach the combining of the annotations and video data for display (Col 
3 Lines 2-8). As noted above, King further teaches the prior art of providing an altered 
original product. King does not teach permanently modifying the video frame 
information and providing a portable commentary to create a second video. 

As shown in Figure 1, Frank teaches an editing system (20) which is used to 
enhance incoming video images and storing the enhanced video images (Col 2 Lines 
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18-21 and Lines 29-43). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine the teachings of King and Frank in order to provide 
a permanently altered original video once certain annotations are approved. It would 
have further been obvious to perform further annotations using the techniques of King in 
order to further edit the video and provide annotation files to other editors as taught by 
King. 

[claims 4 and 24] 

Further, King teaches the designation tool is a pointer icon (27 Fig 1 , Col 4 Lines 

. 64-65). 

[claims 9 and 26] 

As shown in Figure 1, King further teaches the user activated designation tool is 
activated by way of a user provided command via an input device selected from a group 
consisting of a graphics tablet, a keyboard, a joystick and a microphone as required by 
claim 9 (17-19 Fig 1, Col 4 Lines 15-16, Col 4 Line 58-Col 5 Line 6). 

Claims 2 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
King and Frank in view of Chung and US Patent 6,144,375 to Jain et al. 
[claims 2, 3, 22 and 23] 

As shown above, King and Frank teach the tool kit of claim 1. King further 
teaches the additional effects include a verbal or textual commentary effect, frame 
freeze effect (pause), and frame drawing effect (Col 5 Lines 7-18 and 32-52, Fig. 2). 
King does not teach the zoom effect or the color correction effect. 
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Chung teaches the use of providing the user the option to change Viewing Angle 
and Color Adjust (Col 3 Line 45-Col 4 Line 6, Figs 2 and 3). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the vista point 
commands (chapter jump and viewing angle) of Chung with the system of King and 
Frank in order to provide more options to the viewer while watching a digital video. 
Though Chung teaches an angle effect, Chung does not teach the zoom effect. 

Jain teaches the highlight creation system in which the user can zoom in on an 
image (406) and display the zoomed image along with media related to the image in a 
separate window (402) as required by claim 3 (Col 16 Lines 39-43, Col 20 Lines 6-1 1 , 
Col 24 Lines 6-24 and 58-61). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to combine the zoom feature of Jain with the system of 
King, Frank and Chung in order to provide a user with a close up image of a scene 
along with audio commentary as taught by Jain. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Erick Rekstad whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7338. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on 571-272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Erick Rekstad 
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